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representation upon the Council. In lieu of giving any
single  Latin American  state  permanent representation
upon this high body the arrangement was to give all
American states   (aside from the United States, which
would have held a permanent seat) collectively three tem-
porary seats which would rotate among the twenty Latin
republics of the Western Hemisphere. This settlement had
not been at all satisfactory to Brazil. She had conceived of
herself as the logical "patron of American rights and inter-
ests" as the greatest power of the New World represented
in the League after the default of the United States.
Panama was placed in an embarrassing position by this
controversy. She had an old tradition of friendship for
Brazil.23 At the Third Assembly Antonio Burgos, back in
good graces and now one of Panama's delegates, had pro-
posed that permanent members of the Council be elected
by the Assembly.24 This might have been a satisfactory
compromise which would have  enabled  Brazil to be
elected to permanent tenure, but nothing came of it. In
1926 Brazil sought to rally her hemispheric neighbors in
support of her ambitions for the permanent seat, but many
of them looked with a jaundiced eye on Brazil's pretensions
and preferred to keep the arrangement of having three
temporary seats always rotating among them. In the show-
down no less than ten Latin American states voted against
Brazil, and the great Amazonian republic quit the League
in a huff.25 Panama, however, was not among the ten.26
Her traditional friendship with Brazil held firm. In general
the Panamanian delegates supported regional claims as
they were advanced in the Assembly, In the Third Session
Sefior Amador made a speech deploring the fact that the
Secretariat had only one Latin American in its member-
ship,27 and in September 1923 Panama supported the move